The Great Eurasian Transition - Changing Social
and Economic Policies and their Implications for
the World’s Largest Continent

',K

L

Volker C. Radeloff, University of Wisconsin-Madison
C. Alcantara, L. Baskin, E. Bragina, O. Chaskovskyy, M. Dubinin, P. Hostert, J. Knorn, J. Kozak, I.
Kruhlov, T. Kuemmerle, A. Lushchekina, D. Mueller, K. Perzanowski, A. Prishchepov, A. Rabe
Kirsten de Beurs, G. Henebry, G. loffe, T. Nefedova

Mutlu Ozdogan, D. Aksenov, M. Baumann, A. Jaroshenko, K. Wendland
Peter Potapov, M. Hansen, S. Turubanova
Curtis Woodcock, P. Olofsson, A. Baccini, V. Gancz, R. Houghton, P. Torchinava
__g

| Nasa ' Land-Cover and Land-Use Change Program ;L@Q‘fﬁ@ October 4th 2011




COLD WAR 1946-

1991

AT bt At
EEE NATO: Driginad Me

P WATO: Laler Member i

I Woarsaw Pac . stankabed 1054

| EEEE Other Communist Mations

[0 on-akgned or Newlral
e [F0 Curtain
e Muchar-smed Nations

Y







P il
















Institutional changes

SNECGKhErapy:
s (Openmarkets
s Subsidy/cuts
o Privatization



Introduction

USSR and Post-Soviet States GGP
6,000

5,000

r-

g

@
L
£
o
[
O
™
o
0
0

g

g

1580



Introduction

USSR and Post-Soviet States GGP Russian Male Life Expectancy
6,000

5,000

N\
\

r-

g

@
L
£
o
[
O
™
o
0
0

g

g

0

| 352 L8 R R L R L 2 R B R R R R B R B L 0 L R L 5 L 5
1570 1 1980 1983 1986 1989 15992 1995 1998 2001 2004 2007




Introduction

' protected/

: | | : ‘
frontier | recreational lands

clearings | '

I
subsistence
agriculture
and
small-scale

intensive

|
|
[
|
|
[
[ >
| agriculture
[
[
[
|

o
Q.
©
(@]
(2]
©
C
©
Y—
o
C
o
=
| S
o
Q.
o
-
o

o
X

pre-settlement  frontier subsistence intensifying intensive

stage in land use transition s

[Feley et al., 2005, Science



Introduction

h protected/

» I I . -
frontier | ., recreational lands
clearings . .

proportion of landscape ws-

|

|

|

|

[

I

I

: intensive ?
: agriculture

|

I

I

|

|

|

[

I

|

[

pre-settlement  frontier subsistence intensifying intensive

stage in land use transition s



Research Questions

Ellects 01z
15 SOCINECONOMIC SNOECKS



Change in Nighttime Lights

1992 to 2000.
High : 58

Low : -53




Institutional changes
Agriculture, value added (% of GDP)

B o1 B 2002

Source: World Development Indicators 2004




p)
D
(@))
-
qv)
L
O
qv)
-
@)
+—
)
)
+—
0p)
—

Idual use, 2000

vV

Ind

In

ltural land i

ICU

Share of agr

source: Rozelle & Swinnen 2004




Institutional changes

~
L0
o
o
!
N’
o
e
n
| -
O
c
=
o
O
Ie
>
Q
k=
]
0
Q
| -
o
LL

Source: UNECE 2009



Introduction

Regiona

Communities

Individuals




Introduction

Regiona

Communities

Individuals




Introduction

Regiona

Communities

Individuals




Research Questions

Elecls; 01;
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2. and/broad~scale drivers

Onlagrculture; Torests,
and/ bIodiversity
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Institutional/changes

—(Countries diverged after
thecollapse

- Unique “natural experiment’
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Conclusions

SOGIBECONOMIC SAOCKS

\Wars, revoelulions, and recessions
nappen

Majors elfects oniland/use, generally.
decreasing/land/use intensity

\Weneed tioraccount:ior secioeconomic
ShOCcKS When'moedeling the future
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Conclusions

Broadsscale drivers

MoSstvarabllity;amoeng Countries
and/among regions

lhestrength eliinstitutions; matters
morethananynstitution by itself

\Weneed torunderstand nstitutions
and/goevernance when predicting
thefuture
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